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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-3 and 5-25 are rejected in this Office Action. 



2. 



Applicant cancelled Claim 4. 



3. 



Claims 26-34 are non-elected. 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 



4. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final 
rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 
37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely 
paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 03/28/08 has been 
entered. 



5. Receipt of Applicant's Amendment filed 03/28/08 is acknowledged. 

Election/Restrictions 

6. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 
121: 

I. Claims 1-3 and 5-15; 16-20; and 21-25 drawn to organizing web 
log, classified in class 707, subclass 10. 



Response to Amendment 
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II. Claims 26-34, drawn to profiling and tracking users' behavior, 
classified in class 715, subclass 745. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the 
following reasons: 

• Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable 
together in a single combination. 

• The subcombinations are distinct from each other if they are shown to 
be separately usable. In the instant case, invention I has separate 
utility such as organizing web log. Invention II has separate utility such 
as profiling and tracking users' behavior. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above 
and have acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different 
classification, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

During a telephone conversation with Mr. Robert M. Bain (RN 
36,736) on 29 August 2008 a provisional election was made without 
traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, claims 1-3 and 5-25. In 
replying to this Office action applicant must make affirmation of this 
election. Claims 26-34 are withdrawn from further consideration by the 
examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non- 
elected invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one or more of the currently named inventors is no 
longer an inventor of at least one claim remaining in the application. Any 
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amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by a request under 37 
CFR 1 .48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1 .1 7(i). 



Claim Objections 

7. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 1 recites on lines 3 and 6 "... web log data to be stored ..." 
wherein "to be" is not a positive limitation; and it is no clear whether 
"web log data to be stored" and "web log data prior to storing" 
reference to the same "web log data" regarding proper antecedent 
basis. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes 
that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the 
time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
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commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

Claims 1-3, 5-12 and 14-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pub. No. US2002/0042821 issued to Muret et al. 
("Muret"), and further in view of Pub. No. US2004/0243555 issued to 
Bolsius et al. ("Bolsius"). 

As to Claims 1, 15, 16 and 21, Muret teaches a method of 
organizing web log data prior to storing the web log data, said method 
comprising: 

• accessing configuration information (Figures 1 and 16, report request) 
associated with web log data to be stored, said configuration 
information including at least one expression and defining a log cut 
interval (Figure 6, page 5 [0094]; and page 15 [0257] wherein date 
range read on log cut interval limitation); 

• creating and opening a web log file (page 1 [0008, wherein reading a 
log file by web servers read on opening the web log file limitation]; and 
page 3 [0064]); 

• receiving the web log data to be stored from a web server, said web 
log data including at least one condition associated therewith, said 
condition affecting storage of the received web log data, said received 
web log data being in a format defined by the web server (Figures 6, 
16 and 20, page 5 [0093]; and page 10 [0182] and [0184]); 
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• evaluating the expression from the accessed configuration information, 
said evaluation occurring based on the condition associated with the 
received web log data, wherein the expression specifies one or more 
operations for organizing the received web log data (Figure 1, page 3 
[0063-0064]); and 

• Muret does not explicitly teach storing at least a portion of the received 
web log data in the opened web log file in accordance with the 
expression evaluated based on the condition associated with the 
received web log data without modifying the format of the received web 
log data defined by the web server, wherein the opened web log file is 
closed and a new web log file is created and opened based on the log 
cut interval. However, 

Bolsius teaches storing at least a portion of the received web log data 
in the opened web log file in accordance with the expression evaluated 
based on the condition associated with the received web log data 
without modifying the format of the received web log data defined by 
the web server, wherein the opened web log file is closed and a new 
web log file is created and opened based on the log cut interval (page 
1 [0004] wherein web servers maintain logs that constitute an audit trail 
that provides detailed information about the activities on a site that 
read on storing claimed limitation; wherein the data log file adheres to 
one of the standard log file formats that read on the received web log 
data without modifying the format claimed limitation). Thus, it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
present invention to combine method for gathering timely information 
regarding the data in the web server log files teaching of Bolsius with 
method for monitoring and analyzing Internet traffic teaching of Muret 
to provide method and system allowing to monitor and to analyze 
Internet traffic that is efficient, completely automated, and fast enough 
to handle the busiest websites on the Internet (Muret [0007]). 

As to Claim 2, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising formatting the web log data in accordance with the accessed 
configuration information prior to storing the web log data (Muret, Figures 
1-2, 6, 16 and 20, page 5 [0093]; page 10 [0182]; and page 11 [0203- 
0204]). 

As to Claim 3, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
receiving the web log data comprises receiving clickstream web log data 
and the condition associated therewith from a web server (Muret, Figure 
17, page 5 [0094]; and page 11 [0191]), and further comprising dividing 
the received clickstream web log data into a plurality of portions based on 
the expression evaluated based on the received condition (Muret, Figures 
5-6, 16 and 20, page 3 [0066]; and page 5 [0087] and [0094]). 

As to Claim 5, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising receiving the configuration information from a user (Muret, 
page 10 [0184]). 
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As to Claim 6, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
accessing the configuration information comprises reading configuration 
information from a central hierarchical database (Muret, Figure 1, page 2 
[0050]; and page 3 [0059]). 

As to Claim 7, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising maintaining a history of evaluated expressions to track a 
sequence of the evaluated expressions (Muret, page 2 [0052]). 

As to Claim 8, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
the web log data is received from a computing device, and wherein 
maintaining the history comprises storing a cookie associated with the 
computing device, said cookie including the sequence of the evaluated 
expressions (Muret, Figures 1-2 and 16, page 2 [0050-0053]). 

As to Claim 9, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
evaluating the expression comprises recursively evaluating portions of the 
expression using the condition (Muret, page 15 [0249]). 

As to Claim 10, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
the web log data is received from a computing device and further 
comprising: 

• authenticating the computing device (Muret, Figures 16 and 18, page 
10 [0182]; and page 11 [0195-0197]); and 

• opening a plurality of files to store the received web log data (Muret, 
Figure 18, page 11 [0195]). 
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As to Claim 11, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
storing the received web log data comprises: 

• preparing column web log data responsive to the received web log 
data and the evaluated expression (Muret, page 2 [0052]); and 

• storing the prepared column web log data in a file (Muret, page 1 
[0012]). 

As to Claim 12, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
evaluating the expression comprises: 

• forwarding the received web log data to a filter component to evaluate 
the expression using the condition (Muret, Figures 1, 6 and 16, page 5 
[0094-0096]); and 

• receiving the evaluated expression from the filter component (Muret, 
Figures 1, 6 and 16, page 5 [0094-0096]). 

As to Claim 14, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
said receiving the web log data and said evaluating the expression occur 
in real-time (Muret, page 1 [0008]). 

As to Claim 17, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
the configuration component, when executed, creates structured web log 
data with enumerated values associated therewith based on the received 
configuration information (Muret, page 3 [0062]] and [0066]). 

As to Claim 18, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising a helper component to parse the web log data received by the 
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interface component for use by the expression component (Muret, Figures 
3-4 and 16-17, page 3 [0065]; and page 4 [0079]). 

As to Claim 19, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising an authentication component to obtain user information 
associated with the web log data received by the interface component 
(Muret, Figures 1-2, 16 and 18, page 10 [0182]; and page 11 [0185]). 

As to Claim 20, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising a scheduling component to create a file for use by the storage 
component to store the received web log data (Muret, Figure 7 Iabel930 
wherein time set read on scheduling limitation). 

As to Claim 22, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising a web server to generate the web log data (Muret, Abstract, 
Figure 1, page 2 [0051]). 

As to Claim 23, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising another computing device to receive the web log data from the 
web server (Muret, Figures 1, page 2 [0051]; and page 17 [0305]). 

As to Claim 24, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches further 
comprising another memory area to store the web log data in a plurality of 
files in accordance with the configuration information (Muret, Figure 1, 
page 4 [0073] and [0080]). 

As to Claim 25, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches wherein 
the computer storage medium stores computer-executable instructions to 
be executed on the computing device in real-time to receive the web log 
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data and to filter the received web log data prior to storage of the web log 
data by evaluating the expression using the received web log data (Muret, 
page 4 [0070]; page 10 [0172], [0174]). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pub. No. US2002/0042821 issued to Muret et al. ("Muret"), and 
further in view of Pub. No. US2004/0243555 issued to Bolsius et al. 
("Bolsius") as applied to Claim 1 above, and further in view of US Patent 
5,819,094 issued to Sato et al. ("Sato"). 

As to Claim 13: 

Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches all the elements of Claim 
1 as stated above. 

Muret in combination with Bolsius does not explicitly teach further 
comprising sampling the received web log data prior to storing the 
received web log data. 

Sato teaches further comprising sampling the received web log 
data prior to storing the received web log data (column 4, lines 31-34). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the present invention to combine apparatus for log data collection 
and analysis teaching of Sato with method for gathering timely information 
regarding the data in the web server log files teaching of Bolsius and 
method for monitoring and analyzing Internet traffic teaching of Muret to 
provide an apparatus for log data collection and analysis that allows user 
to selectively collect log data for a desired section, and not to allow the log 
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data to become too large and not to make the analysis too time- 
consuming (Sato, column 2 lines 22-24). 

Citation of Pertinent Prior Art 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon in form PTO-892 if any is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3 and 5-25 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

• Applicant argues: Applicant states in paragraph 2 of page 11 that 
"Muret fails to teach or suggest "storing at least a portion of the 
received web log data in the opened web log file ... wherein the 
opened web log file is closed and a new web log file is created and 
opened based on the log cut interval" as recited in claim 1 . 
Examiner responds: Examiner is not persuaded. Bolsius teaches on 
page 1 [0004] wherein web servers maintain logs that constitute an 
audit trail that provides detailed information about the activities on a 
site that read on storing claimed limitation; wherein the data log file 
adheres to one of the standard log file formats that read on the 
received web log data without modifying the format claimed limitation. 
Therefore, Muret in combination with Bolsius teaches claim 1 and 
similar claims 16 and 21 . 

Contact Information 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Thanh-Ha Dang 
whose telephone number is 571-272-4033. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 

from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 

information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 

PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 

available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 

access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 

Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Thanh-Ha Dang 
Examiner, AU 2163 
August 29, 2008 

/Wilson Lee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2163 



